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Frutrcola y Export~dorD

Dock~ Clcrk
Mark+tJni Order Adminj.,b"ation Branch
Fnrit. ~ V~getablo Progr~
AM5~ )SDA
1400 jddependence Avenue, SW
STOP '237
WasbJ mn. DC 20250..0237IJ

2FAX ~ P2) 720-8938

E-~ moab.dockc~lerk~ .gov
INTRR~T httD:/ /www .re~miQn8,.gQ~

RE: DQd(etNo. FVO3.92S.1PR
FederA Register V 01.70, No.1 001 Page 3000 t
~s Grown in a ~gnated Area of So~tm CaliIoroi4i and Imported
~able Grape~; PJcposed Change in ReguJatay Period
COMMENTS IN QppoSmON TO PROPOSED CHANGE

Dear]

I'RUTICOLA Y EXPORT ADORA ATACAMA LIMITADA opposes the
above *fcrenoed Cbangl~ in the e~ve date of Table Grape Mark0tin8 Order 925 and
tho c() rilpanion Table Grape Import Regulation 4 that will furthcr r~trict table grapes
5UPPli~ from Ch.ile. FRUTICOLA Y JEXPORTADORA ATACAMA LIMITADA is
in thcll1usmess of exporting Chil~ agricwt\mll conUDoditics, and ships approximately
1.203. 67 of ftesh table grapes to thc U.S. during ~ monilis of November through
Fe~ Y.

FRU11COLA Y EXPORTAOORA ATACAMA LIMITADA ~ncurs with)
and 1J teor~s herein by J-eferenc~~ the ~tai1ed comments and supporting data
subm~ by ASOEx. the Chjlean Exponers A3g()f;iation. S~cifically > FRUfICOLA Y
EXPO_TAI>ORA ATJ.o\CAMA LI~nTADA UJ:gcs d~o agency to rejcct thc proposcd
chan~~ ~ the regulatory period be<:.aUS<\;

The Proposed Rule impo~s ~cting ord:r standards on Chilean
:lupplic:s when no doJ))estic ~c1'ic3 arc available, and th~refore
constitu~ a noJ1~tariffbax:rier contTary to !be terms of WTO Agreements
and tttc: U',S..cbile Free Trade Agr~t
The Proposed Rule assesses in$I)CCtion fces startinF, April 1 when no
domostic supplies are beini so obarg-e4 aJld thereby violates Article ill
andArticIe VIII of GATT 1994,
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The cban~ in the beginI!1ng: effectivc daw of Marketing Order 925 and
Table Grape Import Regulation 4 ftom April 20 to April 1 will ha~ a
direct negative impact on our business.
The Propo5cd R11]e docs DOt contain any eviden~ of circumv~ntiOD by
Chilean table ~pes sufficient to wamw.t the proposed change.
The change in date from A~ 20 to April 1 will create an artificial
shonage of tBblo grapes 8.ince tbcre is no ot;bc;r commercially $ignificant
and rcliab1.c supply from any so\V~ Qther than Chile.
The Chilean grapes supplied from April 1 to tho earliest commercially
signifiClmt $1lpplies of grapes from CoacheUa vaUey in Califomja meet
marketing s~ifications: from retail chams that are mo~ stringent in so~
~ than ~ JJ~~ ordor fc<t1JU'eroeD ts .
The FOposed change cannot bc validly based on a 1.0 ycKf.old survey of
cold storage JH'8Ctioes.
The proposed ~ can not bo jU5tified under the criteria established by
thc AMAA for 11 change in the beginning effwrive date of Mmoketing
Order 925 or the companion Table Grape Import RegutatioJ) 4 in view of
the record prices received by ~hcUa Valley growers in the last two
seasons.

Rospe.ctfu11y submitted.
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